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6) 13 Claim(s) 1-13 and 38-49 is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) 0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) n The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)n accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) 0 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) n Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)n All b)n Some * 0)0 None of: 

1 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1) ^ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

2) □ Notice of Drafts person's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date , 



4) O Interview Summary (PTO-413) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

6) □ Other: . 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTOL-326 (Rev. 7-05) 



Office Action Summary 



Part of Paper No./Mail Date 20050830 



Application/ Control Number: 10/634,053 
Art Unit: 3713 



Page 2 



DETAILED ACTION 

Examiner acknowledges receipt of the amendment on 2/7/05. According 
to the amendment, claims 21-33 and 35-37 have been canceled, claims 14-20 
and 34 have been withdrawn from consideration, and claims 1-20, 34, and 38- 
49 are pending in the application. 

The indicated allowability of claims 1-13 and 38-49 in the office action 
issued on 5/ 17/05 has been withdrawn due to newly found 101 issue and 
newly found reference of Yamashita et al (US 6,755,743). Claims 1-13 and 38- 
49 are rejected as following: 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §101 

1. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or 
composition of matter, or any nev^ and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent 
therefor, subject to the conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 1-13 and 38-49 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because claims 
1-13 and 38-49 are abstract ideas. They do not produce a "concrete" and 
"tangible" result. For example, the steps of selecting a participant (team 
member) and allowing the participant (selected team member) to select another 
participant; and removing them from the pool of participating participants 
would be manipulation of an abstract idea. It does not produce a useful result. 
As such the claim is devoid of any limitation to a practical application in the 
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technological arts. Hence, the claims are not eligible for patent protection 
under the requirements of 35 USC 101, 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtadned though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by 
the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-13 and 38-49 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Yamashita et al (US 6,7559743). 

As per claim 1, Yamashita discloses a method for determining 
competitive partners. The method comprises selecting a participant in 
accordance with the associated ranking (col. 15, lines 55-67; col. 16, lines 3-4; 
col. 3, lines 24-30; and col. 20, lines 25-28); allowing the selected participant 
to select another participant (col. 12, lines 46-47 and 59-60). Yamashita does 
not explicitly disclose removing the selected participant and the selected other 
participant from the selected round. However, since Yamashita discloses that 
the next selection is not performed until the selected round is over and that the 
next selection is performed by selecting another player against which the player 
has not yet played the battle (col. 3, lines 25-45), it would have been obvious to 
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a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
include removing the selected participants from a selected round in the method 
of Yamashita in order to facilitate selection of competitors. 

As per claim 2-3, Yamashita discloses organizing the participants into a 
first group and a second group; and associating a ranking with each 
participant in the groups (col. 10, lines 40-53 and col. 15, lines 30-35). 

As per claim 4-5, Yamashita discloses determining ranking in accordance 
with completion of accumulated results (col. 19, lines 30-42). 

As per claim 6 and 11, competitive games such as sporting events, 
television game shows, reality shows, or intellectual games would have been 
well-known types of competitive games. 

As per claim 7, Yamashita discloses recording winning and losing 
participant and removing the losing participant from further participant in the 
competitive event (col. 3, lines 24-34; col. 17, lines 17-18; and col. 21, lines 1- 
5). 

As per claim 8-9, ranking a winning participant according to a 
predetermined condition would have been obvious design choice according to a 
designer's preference. 

As per claim 10, Yamashita discloses assigning a ranking to each 
participant based on performance in the round (col. 16, lines 66-67; col. 17, 
lines 1-2; and col. 19, lines 30-33). 
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As per claim 12, Yamashita discloses selecting participants from teams of 
individuals (col. 21, lines 1-5). 

As per claim 13, continuing determining competitive partners in a 
competitive game until a single participant is remaining would have been both 
well-known and obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made. 

As per claim 38-49, refer to discussion in claims 1-13 above. 

4. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the examiner should be directed to Kim Nguyen whose telephone number 
is 571-272-4441. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday 
during business hours. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Xuan Thai, can be reached on 571-272-7147. The 
central official fax number for the organization where this application or 
proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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